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Using an ecofeminist lens, this project aims to analyze the ideologies surrounding the 
creation and response to the Green New Deal (GND). By completing an ideological analysis of 
the GND, in addition to examining some news media portrayals of the GND, this thesis analyzes 
the underlying motivations and ideologies surrounding female politicians, climate change, and 
climate policies. This thesis examines reads the GND not as a policy that was meant to be 
passed, but instead as an ideological statement about humans and their relationship to the 
varying use of appeals to pathos, and shared use of backgrounding and anthropocentric values. 
These statements reflect both appeals and challenges to capitalism, patriarchy, and 
anthropocentrism, which prioritize special interests and money over the safety and well-being of 
the Earth, plants, animals, and ultimately humans. These counter-hegemonic ideologies present 
in the GND challenge traditional ways of thinking about the environment. I argue that while 
AOC proposes a radical reordering of the United States economy, the news media portrayals and 
parts of the GND still echo hegemonic discourses. Furthermore, I argue that these pervasive 




Chapter 1: Climate Change, Ecofeminism, and Media 
In 2020, the physical effects of climate change are more visible than ever. The 
consequences of climate change have come in the form of devastating wildfires, hurricanes, and 
the extinction of hundreds of plant and animal species. These effects, accompanied by reports 
from the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) and other federal projects have 
demonstrated that the results of climate change will be irreversible by 2050 (IPCC, 2019). While 
small-scale initiatives like recycling are helpful, large-scale changes like policy and regulation 
must be enacted federally to reverse the effects of climate change before it is too late. This 
urgency has prompted some politicians to propose legislation in order to begin reversing these 
negative effects, one of the most prominent being the Green New Deal.  
The Green New Deal (GND) was proposed by Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez (AOC) on 
February 5, 2019. The document was written based on the findings from the Special Report on 
Global Warming by the IPCC and the November 2018 Fourth National Climate Assessment 
Report. The overall goal of the GND is to propose environmentally and socially conscious 
changes within the United States government. There are a wide range of topics covered in the 
GND, including but not limited to climate change, infrastructure, systemic injustices, and federal 
responsibilities. The document also covers a breadth of consequences that would happen as a 
result of climate change. In addition to environmental damages, the GND also addresses 
problems that may not be immediately associated with climate change, such as mass migrations 
and the labor needed to keep up with large infrastructural changes. The document provides 
information on how the climate crisis leads to social justice issues such as systemic prejudice and 




The GND is one of the most radical, large-scale policy initiatives that congress has seen 
in a long time (Douthat, 2019). This awareness may be attributed, in part, to the attention that has 
been given to AOC as a new Congressperson and to her unapologetic and aggressive advocacy 
of progressive policies (Arrieta-Kenna, 2019). Despite the large amount of media attention and 
public support for the bill, the GND was rejected almost immediately by the members of the 
United States Senate in February 2019. However, politicians and media outlets are still 
discussing the GND, even one year after its rejection. In this project, I seek to analyze the 
ideologies present in the GND and the media representation of the document. These tensions 
between the media representation and the document text reflect current iterations of climate 
skepticism and continued hesitancy toward meaningful climate change policies in the rhetorical 
phenomenon of climate skepticism and populism. These counter-hegemonic ideologies present 
in the GND challenge traditional ways of thinking about the environment. I argue that while 
AOC proposes a radical reordering of the United States economy, the media portrayals still echo 
hegemonic discourses. 
It is important to note that these conversations are largely influenced by power structures 
and ideologies, whether they be religious or political (Foucault, 1978). For example, President 
technical sphere category because the document was written based on findings from empirical 
scientific research and formatted as a proper bill of law. When it is covered in media outlets, 
journalists perform acts of translation and accommodation to make the information, whether 
accurate or not, understandable and entertaining to the public (Fahnestock, 1998). Through this 




the outcome of this modification provides interesting information as to the priorities and 
objectives of the media. 
I read the GND not as a bill intended to be passed, but as an ideological statement about 
the relationship between humans and the environment. I argue that the ideologies in the GND 
represent ecocentric ideologies while challenging other, hegemonic discourses. In this project I 
support this argument through analyzing the GND through a lens of critical ecofeminism. In my 
analysis, I accomplish this analysis by analyzing the GND through three objectives: challenges to 
anthropocentrism, and challenges to capitalism, and challenges to the patriarchy. In addition to 
analyzing the GND in chapter two, chapter three examines eight examples of how the GND has 
been described through a variety of media platforms. The media articles that were selected are 
from either February or March of 2019, which was done strategically to encapsulate the 
immediate response to the GND. These articles are interesting because each platform chose to 
represent different arguments and ideologies, which, by necessity, deflects other components of 
the GND or ways of seeing it
any given terminology is a reflection of reality, by its very nature it must be a selection of reality; 
and to this extent it must function as a deflection of reality" (p. 45). These articles that were 
published by major media platforms demonstrate how some of the most powerful influences in 
the American public sphere viewed the document, which inherently influences how the 
American public viewed the GND, and at the very least sets an immediate narrative in response. 
These publications provide rich information on how both environmental propositions and female 
politicians are viewed in the media. By examining these phenomena, I hope to gain a better 
understanding of the ideological influences that hinder climate policies from progressing in the 




 Polarization poses dire threats to the advancement and even consideration of 
environmentalist policies that are drastically needed for the safety and health of the planet.  The 
is taken up 
and framed in the media with varying emphases and consequences to those emphases. This 
project performs an ideological criticism of the GND and a sample of news media portrayals of it 
through the lens of ecofeminism. This approach focuses in on the discursive manifestations of 
ideologies that circulate around identity, gender, and race in climate policy. To contextualize this 
phenomenon, I provide a look at existing literature about environmental communication, 
ecofeminism, media representations of climate change, and climate controversy.  
 
Overview of Climate Change 
  For the last several decades, scientific research has addressed the prevalence of human 
behavior and our detrimental effects on climate change. Once referred to as global warming, 
climate change is the condition of planet Earth where the internal temperature increases 
dramatically over time. This increase has been primarily attributed to industrial advancements 
and human behavior, such as releasing greenhouse gases into the atmosphere (Kellogg, 2019). 
Greenhouse gases can be traced back to fossil fuel emissions from vehicles, and energy plants 
nt species as well as humans who live in 
regions with extreme temperatures (IPCC, 2019). A small change in temperature has drastic 
effects, including making ecosystems uninhabitable for all types of life. Not only do these effects 




Large cities are especially at risk. If New York City became uninhabitable, it would force almost 
nine million people to migrate elsewhere in the country causing dangerous infrastructural and 
labor problems for those cities (Aboulnaga, 2019). Coastal cities, who often have the largest 
populations, are especially at risk due to the rising sea levels (Rosenzweig, et al., 2010).  
Although the causes of climate change have been long debated by public stakeholders, 
scientists have reached consensus that climate change is a direct result of human behavior (e.g., 
Cook, 2016; Doran & Zimmerman, 2009). Additionally, most scientists would agree that climate 
change is a significant problem that must be addressed as a crisis (Cox, 2007). Specifically, 
human-made emissions from fossil fuel and manufacturing plants have become one of the largest 
contributors to climate change. One of the most ground-breaking studies which supports this 
notion was the - -known reports of climate 
change being caused by greenhouse gas emissions (Mann, 1999). This study was the first of its 
kind to name greenhouse gas emissions as the primary cause of climate change and air pollution, 
as well as publicly acknowledge the severity of this issue. Since then, the attention toward 
climate science has become more prominent. Even with increased awareness, few concrete 
actions have been taken in the U.S. and the most recent climate report shows that within fifty 
years, the Earth will suffer irreversible damage. The effects of climate change are so extensive 
that geologists have categorized a new category of epoch known as the Anthropocene. 
 The influence that humans have had on the Earth has prompted the consideration of the 
Anthropocene is an unofficial name for the current geological state of planet Earth, which 
translates to the age of humans (Hamilton et al., 2015). While there are a variety of opinions 




in the nineteen-fifties when nuclear testing first happened (Zalasiewicz, 2015). From that point 
forward, the impact of humans had forever altered the Earth, much like the epochs in history 
before now. Hansen and Cox (2015) describe the Anthropocene as representing a detrimental 
relationship between humans and nonhuman nature because humanity has caused mass 
extinctions of plant and animal life, along with irreversible pollution and several other lasting 
effects. The irony in the Anthropocene is that humans are being negatively affected by the 
technology and resources that were designed to make life better, primarily by the destruction of 
illuminates how the very advancements that make life easier and more convenient are also 
harming us in unforeseen and arguably much more destructive ways. Scientists have recently 
begun to characterize our current state as anthropocentric, where we prioritize human 
conveniences over other forms of life. The GND emerged out of this discourse in attempt to 
propose other, more ecocentric ways of thinking. 
An ideology of human-centric behavior, where the concerns of the individual take 
precedence over the well-being of the majority, is referred to as anthropocentrism (Corbett, 
2006).  Many of our tools, including language and technology, have worked to separate humans 
from recognizing their natural position among the environment (Burke, 1964; Milstein, 2011). 
prioritization of capitalistic behaviors such as providing subsidies for fossil fuel companies.  
ideology views the environment as being central to all life and does not view one form of being 





Ecocentric perspectives challenge anthropocentrism and the centrality of the human experience 
in human-nature relationships. The tension between anthropocentrism and ecocentrism reflects 
dominant ideologies and challenges to them. In analyzing this tension, I also explore how 
capitalism and the patriarchy contribute to anthropocentric attitudes and the various ideologies 
that emerge in response. Ecofeminism guides this analysis in the linking between ecocentric 
views and climate justice, which advocates for vulnerable and marginalized groups impacted by 
climate change.  
 
Eco-feminism 
 Eco-feminism is an ideology that proposes the interrelationship of the objectification and 
exploitation of women and the Earth (Milstein & Dickinson, 2012). Women and the Earth are 
often ascribed feminine characteristics of being nurturing, caring, and fertile, which contribute to 
hierarchies that place men over women and nature (Milstein & Dickinson, 2012). Throughout 
history, women have been exploited for sex and treated as male property. In the last century, 
pollution and abuse of natural reso
paralleled to the subjugation of women and marginalized communities. An ecofeminist ideology 
believes that 




Peeples and DeLuca (2006) argue that women are, in part, likely to engage in 
environmental advocacy because of performed characteristics of nurturing and caring. In fact, 
over seventy percent of the leaders of Environmental Justice groups are women (Epstein, 1995).  
As opposed to appealing to essentialist notions of gender, Peeples and DeLuca note that a 
common concern for the environment, but also for vulnerable communities and children that has 
appears to be a liability, their gender, especially their roles as mothers, to challenge key practices 
and policies that t  
59). Ecofeminism thus intersects climate justice and feminism to advance agendas on both 
issues. De Onís (2012) explains that reproductive justice goes hand in hand with 
environment
This creates a large task for ecofeminism, because in order to solve these problems, one must 
essentially solve the climate crisis in addition to racial and gender injustice. Consequently, when 
one of these issues is solved, it will inherently improve the others. 
Ecofeminism is inherently critical because it challenges the role that anthropocentrism, 
the patriarchy, and capitalism play in the suppression and exploitation of vulnerable communities 
and the environment. Ecofeminism rejects the idea that we must live in a society where fossil 
fuel companies are more valuable than plant and animal life and challenges the idea that 
marginalized communities are meant to serve the dominant groups. Instead, ecofeminism 
envisions a new society where all beings are empowered and safe regardless of race, gender, or 
species. In addition to the connection between gender and the environment, race and class are 
also inherent to an ecofeminist ideology. Women are not the only group that has been harmed by 




indigenous populations considered especially at risk (Kulnieks, Longboat, & Young, 
2013). Additionally, those in a low-socioeconomic class are often stuck in poverty due to lack of 
economic opportunity and mobility. Ecofeminism challenges the notion that this oppression will 
continue by aiming to empower marginalized communities. In addition to ecofeminism, another 
item that has hindered the success of environmental policies are manufactured controversies 
within the public sphere. The Green New Deal encapsulates many of these ecofeminist values by 
empowering all marginalized and vulnerable communities. 
 
Climate Change Controversy 
 While we have understood the importance of climate change for decades, there has been 
little action taken to mitigate these effects. One of the major roadblocks affecting climate change 
policy is the consistent controversy or debate over the salience of climate change. Dunlap (2013) 
denial m
politicians, media, and fossil fuel stakeholders that aim to perpetuate the climate controversy (p. 
692). This denial machine bolsters a false debate about climate change within the public sphere. 
The disingenuous nature of the climate change controversy informs this project because the 
media is a large contributor to the denial machine. It is possible that the articles written in 
response to the GND were informed by other members of the denial machine, such as journalists 
or politicians, in order to decrease public support for the proposition. When the public views 
climate change as a debate rather than a fact, it inherently damages the credibility of the climate 
movement and defers any large-scale progress on solving the issue.  
Leah Ceccarelli (2011) provides additional evidence for the influence of external forces 




ed scientific controversy refers to an argument 
created in the public sphere which creates perceptions of a debate in the technical sphere where 
one is not actually happening. When political rhetoric and the media paint climate change as 
though it is an issue that has not yet been proven as true, the public does not trust the information 
and therefore does not take the issue seriously. Then, once this debate has become well-known, 
scientists and climate advocates feel obligated to defend themselves and their work. While 
stepping in to inform the public may seem necessary in this situation, these scientists are 
contributing to the idea that there is in fact a debate to be had. Distracting the general public by 
creating false debate hinders both social actions as well as federal support for climate initiatives. 
Ceccarelli, McCright and Dunlap critically analyze challenges to climate change policy, which 
sets the stage for higher level challenges as demonstrated in the GND.  
In addition to manufactured debates, denialism may be caused by an individual's personal 
demographic or beliefs. Studies have shown that climate skepticism varies due to demographics 
such as political leaning and religion. Sarathchandra and Haltinner (2019) note that in states 
where there are higher populations of libertarians, there are also more climate skeptics. Also, in 
states where there are larger groups of Evangelical Christians and Mormons, more people 
identify as skeptical toward anthropocentric climate change. Also, the recent Yale poll on 
climate change found that Hispanic and Latino people were the largest group to believe in 
climate change (Ballew, et al., 2020). This is important because individuals with foundational 
beliefs such as religion and political affiliation may be less likely to accept new ideas, and more 
likely to support climate denial or controversial beliefs.  
Climate controversy has played a large role in the type of discourse that resulted from the 




addition to personal beliefs, many people choose to engage in climate controversy due to a 
distrust in the scientific c
that climate scientists face insurmountable pressures to succeed in their work that requires them 
Sarathchandra and Haltinner, 2019, 
p. 3). Skeptics may believe that it is the job of climate scientists to push forward their agenda for 
the sake of their own job security or special interests.  
This demonstrates a recent phenomenon of distrust in the scientific and medical 
community. This notion can be described archetype (Cloud, 2020, p. 1). 
This corrupt scientist notion has perpetuated by major political figures, including former Senator 
and presidential candidate, Rick Santorum. In 2018, Santorum spoke at the State of the Union, 
conveying his beliefs that climate scientists are being paid by special  companies, and 
they are motivated by these endorsements to continue pushing a climate focused agenda (Cloud, 
2020). Trust is one of the most important factors contributing to public opinion regarding 
anthropogenic climate change, and without trust the public is less likely to engage in climate 
policies like the GND. These myths and controversies continue to prompt doubt and denialism in 
the minds of the American public.  
Tropes such as the corrupt scientist continue to circulate online and throughout social 
media, inherently supporting climate denialism and perpetuating false debate of climate science 
(Bloomfield and Tillery, 2018). The many controversies and circulation of those controversies 







Environment and the Media 
One of the largest challenges facing climate change is the conflicting information and 
influence from popular media. From political debates to photos and videos of pollution and 
natural disasters, much of what we know about climate change has been communicated to us 
through the media (Hansen, 2011). Rather than going out and seeking information for ourselves, 
the public often relies on politicians and the media to communicate the urgency of the climate 
crisis. However, as noted above, the media coverage is not always consistent and often contains 
bias. This project seeks to analyze the ways which media discusses the GND, which is inherently 
influenced by the following literature. 
The 2019 Yale report on climate change communication noted that one of the largest 
influences portrayal of the 
Tea Party movement (Ballew et al., 2019). The Tea Party can be understood as a republican, 
fiscally conservative group aiming to lower taxes and government involvement. This may be 
caused by a republican administration. This study found that while more people are becoming 
alarmed due to climate change, dismissive and denialism numbers are still holding strong 
(Ballew et al., 2019). This is because the public tends to follow the concerns of those in power. 
However, this is not especially unique because public perception of climate change has 
fluctuated greatly over the last two decades. Media has been responsible for disseminating much 
inconsistent and conflicting information about the climate crisis (Boykoff and Boykoff, 2007). 
This may because media must be entertaining and reporting the same information would be 
boring for the public. Gans discusses, ct stories that 
have already been reported in favor of news that is fresh, original, and new (Gans, 1979, p. 169). 




change movement. In addition to political figure
depends on issues like mediated scientific information, political affiliation, and trust. 
One of the biggest struggles of environmental research has been how popular media 
channels mediate the information from scientists to the general public (Hansen, 2015). It is 
difficult for the research done by environmental and climate scientists to reach the broader public 
without the help of news stations, television, and social media. This mediation creates a 
challenge for environmental communicators. As mentioned previously, climate denialists can 
discredit the environmental movement by disseminating inaccurate or distorted information. 
Scholars have often examined media bias and how this affects the public's perception of 
environmental information. For example, Hansen (2015) explains how this false debate is used to 
create apathy and ignorance in the public. He writes that more research is needed on how the 
scientific evidence on which so much hinges in public debate and political decision-making 
 385). By invoking 
feelings of doubt or uncertainty, it decreases the likelihood for the general public to support 
environmental policies. Additionally, when the media is choosing to not cover climate change, 
this leads to the general public also not discussing it. Ballew et al. refer to this phenomenon as a 
 8). Where individuals will not discuss the climate crisis with others 
because they don't think other people care about the issue or that the conversation is 
oversaturated. This apathetic attitude is the result of decades of misperceptions and false debate 
about climate change. 
Another challenge to climate change is the differing trust in the media versus scientists. 




best interests of the public, while only 5% of adults have a great deal of trust in the media to act 
in the best interest of the public (Funk et al., 2019). I believe this statistic points to the 
fragmentation of the media environment where only some media is trusted but media overall are 
not. This large difference between the trust in scientists versus the media, in addition to a lack of 
deliberation from the public makes for stagnation of awareness, urgency, and ultimately climate 
change policy. However, without media most people would not pay attention to climate 
information. Even though they may not trust media, it is often their only source of information 
regarding climate change. Thus, creates a challenge for the American public because they must 
decide to trust scientists or the media, and if they do not purposely seek information from science 
information.  
political association. According to the Pew Research Center, Republicans and Democrats are 
fairly evenly split when asked if the media does a good job of generally reporting climate 
change. However, when asked if the media exaggerates or does not take climate change seriously 
enough, 72% of republicans thought that climate change was exaggerated while only 8% liberals 
believed it to be exaggerated in the media (Funk et al., 2019). This difference in perception of the 
 
This difference may be caused by the type of media channels they are consuming. For 
example, Fox News has been responsible for publishing articles about climate denialism, as 
recently as 2019 (Foxic, 2019). One reason for this could be that a foundational element of 
Republicanism is less government interference. Regarding climate change, a Gallup poll noted 




more government interference in government in major industries such as manufacturing and 
fossil fuels. This notion also supports the theory of confirmation bias, where individuals will 
only seek out information which supports their currently held beliefs (Jones and Song, 2014). 
This is harmful because different media sources will disseminate differing opinions on the 
climate crisis depending on what their viewers believe, further harming the chance of enacting 
climate policies. In addition to the challenges that media poses to climate change, framing refers 
to the way that media situates climate change stories in order to advance specific agendas.  
 One of the most critical aspects of the GND and its portrayal is the way that it is framed 
ommunication studies refers to the underlying 
reasons, goals and motivations that lead to a message being portrayed in a certain way (Bertolotti 
& Catellani, 2014). The concept of framing has been essential in the field of communication 
studies. Media platforms will inherently frame their story in attempt to lead the audience to 
certain conclusions. Entman first conceptualized frame theory as inherent to media (2007). 
Specifically, frames allow us to look at events and news in differing ways based on our goals and 
foundational understandings. These ways 
by arguing that individuals in a culture create their reality using frames.  
One of the challenges that climate change has encountered is the loss versus gain framing 
model (Davis, 1995). Meyerowitz and Chaiken (1987) found that when individuals were 
presented with two equally weighted scenarios, unfavorable messages and framing were shown 
to be more impactful than the equally positive information. Therefore, information associated 
with loss is more likely to be effective and persuasive than positive information. In the case of 
the GND and other environmental policies, media messages of loss include initiative to increase 




personal conveniences in order to be more environmentally friendly. This is present. Perhaps if 
the messages were framed in a different way that was associated with gain rather than loss, the 
messages would be more effective. Gain and loss frames are important to consider in my analysis 
of the media coverage in terms of the framing of consequences that may occur if the GND had 
been adopted. 
Another role that framing plays in environmentalism is the target of who will be affected. 
This aligns with loss and gain frames because individuals may not be concerned about the issue 
if they do not believe it will affect them personally. This relates back to conservative values of 
personal liberty and autonomy. While they believe they are entitled to their own freedoms, these 
beliefs become muddled when they understand that these behaviors inevitably impact themselves 
and others.  The disseminator must be deliberate in their crafting of the message so that the 
person receiving the message will feel immediately impacted by the loss. For example, 
individuals during the nineteen eighties may not have felt like they would personally be affected 
by climate change. This is because the media and scientific framing of the issue stated that the 
issue would come to fruition decades into the future. When the individual is personally 
disconnected from the loss, then they become less motivated.  
A third dialectic of framing includes taking less versus giving more. A common 
reluctance to climate policies is the perceptions that individuals will need to give up their rights 
or conveniences. Human psychology does not enjoy any behavior which asks the individual to 
interrupt their daily routine or behaviors and will continue to be unsupportive until that behavior 
becomes routine. An example of this is the plastic bag laws being implemented in states like 
Oregon, where the stores and restaurants have banned plastic bags (Production and Design, 




to bring their own reusable bags with them when they go to the store. At first this is inconvenient 
or frustrating, however after years of that law being implemented, the state has now banned all 
plastic bags from being dispersed and residents have adjusted to the more sustainable law. While 
this specific example may have worked in Oregon, it is obviously more difficult to roll this out 
on a larger scale, which is needed to reduce plastic consumption and pollution. It is possible that 
one of the reasons that the media has not been effective in promoting climate policies is that they 
often discuss how it would require sacrifice. The example above describes how easily the change 
can be implemented, but if it is not required, human nature will always choose to take the easier 
route. This demonstrates why the GND is so imperative, because if solutions are not mandated 
by the government, climate change will only continue to get worse. These different types of 
framing are present in the media coverage of the GND which continue to create obstacles for 
environmental thinking. 
 
Method and Justification 
 The GND is an important rhetorical artifact because it aims to solve a world-wide, highly 
controversial and life-threatening issue. There have been several green policy propositions in the 
past, however the GND is unique due to its critical arguments, prominent media attention and 
response. The document also includes themes of challenging capitalism, patriarchy, and 
anthropocentrism, which deviate from our expectations of legal, policy documents.  
My ideological criticism and analysis of the GND is complemented by an analysis of 
multiple media reactions to the GND to demonstrate how the GND is being interpreted by news 
media and presented to public audiences. Because public audiences are unlikely to read the GND 




this project, I analyze how the GND challenges ideologies of capitalism, patriarchy, and 
anthropocentrism. However, it is important to note that while AOC is challenging these notions, 
she is also complicit in appealing to these hegemonic discourses. This may be a byproduct of the 
GND existing within those hegemonic discourses or an intentional strategy to situate the GND in 
a way that appealed to a wider audience . 
With the 2020 presidential election already underway and a continually deteriorating 
environment, it is imperative that hegemonic ideologies of anthropocentrism, patriarchy, and 
capitalism do not infringe on justice and a healthy environment. Not only does the GND 
highlight issues of environmentalism, but it also highlights questions of vulnerable communities 
and the intersection of economics and the environment. This project addresses the ideologies 
within the American society that produced the GND as well as media responses. 
This project contributes to the field of communication studies in that it addresses the 
roadblocks that climate change communication faces in the current political climate. This is 
analyzed through exposing harmful dominant discourses of capitalism, patriarchy, and 
anthropocentrism. Issues of feminism, hegemony, and climate change intersect in the GND to 
highlight a need for critical rhetorical study. In illuminating these harmful discourses, awareness 
may be able to bring about political and social justice. 
 The method that will be used to examine this phenomenon is an ideological analysis. 
Since the goal of the research is to analyze ideologies and dominant discourses present in the 
GND and news media coverage of it, an ideological approach is the most appropriate method for 
this project. In my analysis, I address the intersections of ideologies, patriarchal and hegemonic 
structures, and the effects of climate change and its policies marginalized communities. In the 




policy and female politicians are perceived. By using ecofeminism as an orienting frame, I evoke 
the sentiments discussed by Dow (1995) as a way to analyze artifacts that aim to challenge 
dominant discourses through empowering marginalized groups.  
 The GND addresses issues of exploitation, vulnerable communities, and the social 
repercussions to the climate crisis. Feminist criticism is used to help illuminate these occurrences 
in society, especially when vulnerable communities and other non-dominant groups are at risk. 
Feminist criticism is a form of ideological criticism, which asks the reader to analyze the 
dominant knowledge in society. For example, Burke (1964) described ideologies as inhabiting 
bodies and making them hop around in certain ways. This explanation portrays ideologies as 
having material effects that may or may not be obvious or directly traceable. Not attending to 
ideologies and the effects that they have may be dangerous as we leave important communicative 
elements under-
represents the norms and expectations of society (p. 1). While these norms are inevitable 
whenever humans congregate, there are ethical concerns when the elite members of society 
control public knowledge with little opportunity for disruption. Climate change has a long 
history of debate and misinterpretation which have led to a lack of climate policies in the U.S. 
government. This project focuses on the ecofeminist themes in the GND to reveal its 
radical/counter-hegemonic functioning as a much-needed shift from stagnant approaches to 
climate policy. However, this attention is not without consideration of the many constraints, 
including those from dominant ideologies, that are apparent in the GND.  
In the following analysis, I use a critical ecofeminist lens to analyze one of the most 
radical and noteworthy climate propositions in American politics. As we know, popular media 




Greenhouse gasses and pollution are currently killing our planet and tainting our natural 
resources. As studies have shown, continuing this harmful path will result in irreversible 
destruction to our planet. It is time that we call out these roadblocks and continue a conversation 
of climate advocacy in order to improve our ecosystem. 
how she calls out harmful ideologies in order to transform American ways of thinking. AOC 
envisions an ecocentric way of living despite the many obstacles that continue to perpetuate 
anthropogenic climate change. Ironically, the GND and the media portrayals of the GND 
continue to echo hegemonic discourses through insults and deflection of the real issues at hand. 
As communication scholars, it is imperative that we recognize and continue having these 
transformative and critical conversations. Communication plays a large role in how climate 
policy is understood and in order to solve this problem we cannot allow these hegemonic 
discourses to go unnoticed. In the following chapter, I analyze the GND in terms of three major 












Chapter 2: The Green New Deal 
 In 2020, climate change is more pressing than ever. The latest Intergovernmental Panel 
on Climate Change (IPCC) statement reported that the effects of climate change will be 
irreversible within the next ten years (IPCC, 2019). This time sensitive issue, accompanied by 
unsupportive government leadership, including President Trump who has exhibited climate 
denialism, has prompted concern in climate advocates. Those advocates include several members 
of congress who cosponsored the Green New Deal (GND) including but not limited to Senator 
Edward Markey (D-MA), Senator Bernie Sanders (I-VT), Senator Kamala Harris (D-CA), 
Senator Elizabeth Warren (D-MA), and Senator Cory Booker (D-NJ). The GND has been 
influential in American politics and has been a common talking point in the 2020 democratic 
presidential debates. The GND aims to solve many issues including climate change and forestall 
additional social and environmental consequences that would come about due to climate change. 
Although the GND was proposed in Congress, I argue that the GND can be read not as a 
congressional bill but as an ideological statement about the relationship between humans and the 
environment. As communication scholars, it is imperative that we recognize the moves that AOC 
is making in the GND and celebrate them, as they are getting us closer to a more climate focused 
environment. Furthermore, this ideological statement evokes ecofeminist themes, climate justice, 
and social justice. While the GND is working to challenge these hegemonic ideas and imagining 
new futures, the bill also has remnants of economic, hegemonic values. I argue that AOC is 
working to negotiate between economic values and her own socialist arguments as an attempt to 
secure widespread support. This argument will be supported through an analysis of 





The Green New Deal 
  The GND is a policy proposal related to climate change and social justice. The document 
is fourteen pages long and was officially released on February 7th, 2019. The name of the GND 
depression (Darst & Dawson, 2019). FDR was the president from 1933 to 1939, during a time 
when American poverty was at an all-
economy after the great depression. The New Deal outlined a series of projects including 
financial reform and public works initiatives. Some of the most notable agencies created during 
this time include the Social Security Administration (SSA) and the National Industrial Recovery 
because Roosevelt believed that 
together Rel  1). FDR 
had a large task in front of him to revive the American economy, which is not unlike the large 
task currently facing American politicians in terms of mitigating the harmful effects of climate 
change.  
 
national, social, industrial, and economic mobilization on a scale not seen since World War II 
-
and importance as the financial crisis that was the great depression. Except instead of a financial 
crisis, the country is in a climate crisis (Darst & Dawson, 2019). This naming is also significant 
because she attempts to equate the importance of money with the importance of the environment. 
This is an example of how AOC is complicit with hegemony in order to advance the policies in 




solve a financial crisis and the GND solves an environmental crisis, AOC is essentially levelling 
the two problems. This is oppositional to traditional capitalism, which creates a hierarchy where 
money outranks the environment (Bloomfield, 2019).  
What follows is a critical feminist analysis of themes presented in the GND. The GND is 
inherently critical to hegemonic and dominant practices that are currently happening in American 
society. Instead of as a bill expecting to be passed, I read the GND as an attempt to provide 
alternative behaviors and solutions to current environmental practices and ways of thinking. In 
conducting my analysis of these themes, I argue that the GND challenges capitalism, patriarchy 
and anthropocentrism.   
 
Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez 
 The Green New Deal (GND) is a policy proposition initiated by Alexandria Ocasio-
Cortez, who commonly goes by AOC. AOC is the twenty-eight-year-old democratic 
congresswoman representing the New York 14th congressional district that oversees the Queens 
and Bronx. Elected in June 2018, AOC defeated ten-term incumbent Democrat Joe Crowley 
(CNN, 2018). A daughter of Puerto Rican immigrants, her mother worked as a maid and her late 
Relations and Economics. After college, she worked as a waitress, political organizer, and 
educational director. Her motivation to run for office came from firsthand experience living in 
interests, which inherently impacted the people of the Bronx and Queens. AOC often cites never 




vocal about her disapproval of politicians accepting special interest funds and sponsorships, 
because she argues it takes their focus away from their citizens.  
elected members of congress made history as one of the most diverse freshman classes in history 
(Newburger, 2019). AOC was joined by a record-breaking number of women and ethnically 
diverse women including Debra Haaland, Debbie Mucarsel-Powell, Rashida Tlaib, and Ilhan 
progressive congresswoman provided representation for those communities in politics. It is 
important to mention that AOCs appointment was not celebrated by all. President Donald Trump 
 group of 
born citizens (Sonmez & Debonis, 2019). Despite these negative comments, AOC has been 
relentless in fighting for the issues that she finds most important, including the climate crisis. As 
someone who has been unapologetic about her progressive beliefs, it was not surprising that she 
got to work right away on an aggressive climate initiative. Given her history of challenging 
political norms and advocating for minority communities, her sponsorship and authorship of the 
GND is a natural extension of her radical persona. 
business was drafting the GND.  
To support my argument about how the GND challenges hegemonic ideologies about the 
Since the GND 
begins by addressing climate issues, I will first analyze how the document challenges notions of 
anthropocentrism. Next, I analyze how the GND challenges capitalism and patriarchy in 




climate policies, I separate them here to attend to specific features related to environmental, 
socio-economic, and gender oppression.  
 
Challenges to Anthropocentrism 
 The GND first begins by addressing the pressing need to fix the environmental crisis that 
is currently happening. The first element of the GND is disputing the philosophy that humans are 
the most important element of existence and should be lauded over other life forms, also known 
as anthropocentrism. Anthropocentrism encapsulates the two themes of capitalism and 
patriarchy, by operating in a way where humans are more important than all other aspects of life, 
including plant and animal life. The GND challenges anthropocentrism by envisioning a 
productive and mutually beneficial coexistence between humans and other forms of life. The 
GND makes several propositions which attribute intrinsic value to the earth, beyond the utility of 
what the Earth can provide humans.  
 This demonstration of intrinsic value starts when AOC is explaining the effects that 
climate change will have on the earth. The next points explain that wildfires will eventually burn 
over two times the number 
more than 99 percent of all coral reefs on Ocasio-Cortez, 2019, p. 2). While it can be 
argued that coral reefs and forests benefit humans, the GND focuses on these losses as valuable 
in and of themselves without describing their utility for humans.  
Next, AOC goes into detail about how the United States has historically not acted in the 




-Cortez, 2019, p. 2). In order to mitigate these effects, 
AOC argues that we need to reduce greenhouse gas emissions by fifty percent of their current 
rate within the next ten years and have zero emissions within the next thirty years. AOC then 
describes that America needs to take ownership of this problem because we have been 
percent of global greenhouse gas emissions through Ocasio-Cortez, 2019, p. 2). This 
quote exemplifies an important aspect of climate justice, that those who have not caused climate 
change will be disproportionately affected by it (De Onis, 2012). For example, newer generations 
and individuals in poverty will be most harmed by climate change while those in the patriarchy 
will be less harmed. Not only does this quotation exemplify how Americans are placing their 
contemporary conveniences over vulnerable communities, but also our ideology of prioritizing 
American capital and special interests over the health of the rest of the world. After explaining 
the problems that an anthropocentric lifestyle has had on the ecosystem, the GND proposes 
ecocentric substitutes to rebalance a human-nature hierarchy.  
 In order to reverse these effects, the GND argues that policies 
(Ocasio-Cortez, 2019, p. 9). If these two steps are implemented, the GND proposes that would be 
on track to greatly reduce the effects of climate change. AOC then goes on to explain multiple 
proven low-tech solutions that increase soil carbon storage, such as preservation and 
Ocasio-Cortez, 2019, p. 9). By aiming to improve carbon storage, the goal is to 
create a system for plants to be able to grow sustainably. This goal demonstrates a shift from 




future for plant and animal life. It is also interesting how AOC rejects high-tech solutions, which 
challenges the idea that more technology is the solution.  
 Beyond plant life, AOC asks the audience to appreciate the role that animals play in our 
ecosystems. The GND restoring and protecting threatened, endangered, and fragile 
ecosystems through locally appropriate and science-based projects that enhance biodiversity and 
-Cortez, 2019, p. 9). Restoring threatened species of animals 
is ecocentric because it addresses threatened species as intrinsically valuable. Whereas an 
anthropocentric, and specifically utilitarian, approach would emphasize the way in which 
animals can be utilized to benefit humans, an ecocentric one transforms hierarchies into more 
ecological frameworks. Corbett (2016) distinguishes the two ideologies by noting that 
ecocentrism believes in a circular system where all forms of life are necessary for their 
dependence on one another. 
 In addition to improving fragile ecosystems, the GND works to undo some of the damage 
waste and abandoned sites to promote economic development and su -
Cortez, 2019, p. 9). This idea addresses the concept that in order to move forward, we must 
repair the mistakes of our past, and use our resources to make more sustainable decisions moving 
forward. In addition to envisioning a more sustainable world, AOC also addresses how the 
environment and the economy can coexist in a way which is mutually beneficial. The final 
proposition in this section is vague, but is meant to document that the United States will be 
working to get rid of any other pollutants or emissions that have not been mentioned yet in the 




explicitly call out any particular sources of pollution, such as emissions from fossil fuels, it does 
position dirtier forms of energy as up for replacement.  
The GND challenging anthropocentrism is important because humans are one of the largest 
causes of climate change. Instead, AOC proposes ecocentric alternatives which demonstrates a 
nonhierarchical and codependent system between all living beings. Much of the anthropocentric 
behavior has been caused by the capitalistic American priorities. Because of capitalism, business 
owners have prioritized profits over environmentally friendly alternatives. AOC challenges this 
notion as an attempt to prioritize the Earth over the economy. 
 
Challenges to Neoliberalism 
 Capitalism is an economic and political system characterized by private and corporate 
ownership of federal goods and free market trade. Neoliberalism is the ideology that emerges out 
of capitalist economic systems by emphasizing free markets and profit (Brown, 2006). Singer 
(2010) defined neoliberal rhetoric thusly: 
Neoliberal rhetoric operates as a political formation and repertoire of conventions 
emphasizing cost-benefit calculations, the human faculty of choice, perpetual 
modification amidst global change, citizenship as value production, and social order as a 
free market commodity. (p. 136) 
Neoliberal rhetoric and support for capitalism are essential to the notion of the American dream, 
where if an individual works hard enough, they will be able to climb up the ladder of success. 
The idea of the American dream is that there is nothing keeping you from being successful, 
starting a business, and operating on your own terms. The United States of America operates as a 




minimal interference from the state or federal government. American industry often progresses 
with little concern for its effects on the environment. Instead, American industry prioritizes 
capital gains and production more so than contributing to the degrading environment. This 
(Bloomfield, 2019, p. 321). In the GND, notions of neoliberalism as natural and normal are 
challenged by the assertion of ecocentric ideas and solutions.  
 Ecocentrism refers to the environment or ecosystem being central to the priorities and 
behavior of the world (Corbett, 2006). An ecocentric mindset would result in individuals 
inherently valuing the environment and placing the safety of the earth above profit and other 
neoliberal behavior. In this project I will point out how the environment/economic binary is 
reworked in the GND. AOC begins the GND by addressing a common response to the climate 
crisis: denialism. Immediately, she is citing the most recent Intergovernmental Panel on Climate 
-Cortez, 
2019, p. 1). The GND directly asserts the detriments that human behavior has caused to the 
Earth. After that, AOC acknowledges that this change in climate will cause several issues, 
other extreme weather events that threaten human life, healthy communities and critical 
-Cortez, 2019, p. 1). Here, it is interesting that AOC is listing 
infrastructure as equally harmful as natural disasters. I believe she is doing this to challenge 




ecocentric ideas by combining them in the risks that climate change poses In the previous 




how the United States economy will inherently be harmed by climate change. In this portion, I 
argue that the GND balances ecocentric ideas while nodding to the value of the economy, in 
order to appeal to those in power. The GND does not attempt to invert the hierarchy, where 
money needs to be sacrificed for the environment. Instead, the GND appeals to the common 
value of money and positions it as compatible with environmental policies. Kevin Elliot (2014) 
,
between values of both parties, ultimately as an attempt to advance environmental policies (p. 
243).  In this section, the GND leans into an economic frame and describes how capitalist 
practices, leading to climate change, will cause more economic damage in the long run. She 
United States by the year Ocasio-Cortez, 2019, p. 2). She describes this loss as a 
consequence of mass migrations caused by climate change. This risk is echoed a few lines down 
-Cortez, 2019, p. 2). By 
including the potential economic crisis that may happen as a result of climate change, AOC is 
asking the reader to weigh the risks of behaving as usual, versus the risks of altering our behavior 




demonstrate how the GND marries environmentally beneficial practices with what is 
economically beneficial.  
 In the second section of the GND, AOC continues to challenge our understanding of our 
current standards for socioeconomic success in America. She writes that the United States is 
-decade trend of economic stagnation, deindustrialization, and 
antilabor Ocasio-Cortez, 2019, p. 3). In addition to the lack of economic progress, 
AOC notes -worst level of socioeconomic mobility in the 
-Cortez, 2019, p. 3). These statements challenge the accessibility of the 
American dream by insisting that capitalism is not currently working for the American people. 
The GND is part of the alternative in restructuring policies to make the American dream more 
accessible. By pointing out that there is a fault in the economy, this allows space for 
environmentalism to come in as a potential solution. Bloomfield (2019) notes that the 
environment and the economy are often framed as oppositional, but the GND shows an alternate 
path where the two are framed as complementary.  In a document about climate change, this 
inclusion directly links economics with the environment and expands the scope of problems that 
will happen or have been occurring as a result of climate change.  
 On page five of the GND, AOC moves from the problems related to climate change and 
moves into a nine-page list of proposed changes. Based on the issues related to climate change 
that were addressed previously, AOC also proposes several resolutions to combat these problems 
and envision a less neoliberal 
invest in the infrastructure and industry of the United States to Sustainably meet the challenges 
of the 21st Ocasio-Cortez, 2019, p. 5). This resolution challenges the current notion of 




infrastructure are mass migrations, uninhabitable land due to deadly heat, and wildfires (Ocasio-
Cortez, 2019). AOC is writing that it is the responsibility of the federal government to prioritize 
infrastructure which can support the issues that will inevitably occur due to climate change.  
 On page six, AOC outlines a ten-year mobilization plan to restructure the American 
climate change-related disasters... by leveraging funding and providing funding and providing 
investments for community- -Cortez, 2019, p. 6). This is 
different from neoliberal norms, where the government stays out of free market trade. Instead, 
AOC proposes a more socialist policy, which empowers federal and local governments to ensure 
the health of the public and the Earth. In order to do this, AOC spends all of page seven 
explaining how reducing greenhouse gas emissions are of the utmost priority. In a capitalistic 
nation, reducing greenhouse gas emissions means restructuring the entire fossil fuels industry, 
which will inherently pose challenges to the economy. Here, AOC challenges the notion of 
neoliberalism piety by arguing that environmental sustainability should not be a byproduct of 
industrial innovation, instead sustainability should be the goal. 
Reducing pollution and transitioning to renewable energy inherently challenges 
capitalism because it would completely restructure American politics and business. Currently, 
there are numerous tax subsidies for fossil fuel companies in order to produce cheaper energy. 
Additionally, fossil fuel companies are one of the largest industries in the world. For example, 
over the last three decades Exxon has profited $775 billion, Shell brought in over $520 billion 
and Chevron made $360 billion (Taylor & Ambrose, 2020). By proposing renewable energy 
sources and stricter regulations, the GND challenges the current structure of the American 





-Cortez, 2019, p. 7), thereby eliminating fo
Based on the numbers above, moving away from fossil fuel companies would be incredibly 
difficult and would require a large shift by the government to transition to sustainable sources 
such as wind, solar, hydropower, biomass, and geothermal. The concept of renewable energy is 
inherently ecocentric, because it emphasizes environmental impacts along with economic 
choices. Here we see AOC making the point that economic stimulation and environmentalism 
can go hand in hand. While the initial transition may be difficult, the GND posits that eventually 
all energy needs can be met through renewable sources.  
In order to accomplish the goal of 100% clean energy, the GND outlines several options. 
ly expanding and upgrading existing 
-Cortez, 2019, p. 7). In order to do so, it would be the duty of 
the federal government to implement significantly more sources of the previously mentioned 
renewable sources. AOC acknowledges that this would be a large change, noting that we would 
-Cortez, 2019, p. 
7). More specifically, AOC notes that the government will need to provide new facilities, as well 
as -Cortez, 2019, p. 7). At the end of 
the statement, AOC adds that the new capabilities must include assurance for vulnerable 
communities to have affordable and easy access to these sustainable sources of energy.  
In addition to clean energy, AOC also mentions the necessity for clean manufacturing. 
Beyond greenhouse gas emissions, the Earth is also suffering from pollution. Single use plastics 




This plastic waste ends up in the ocean, in our water, and food. AOC addresses this issue by 
States and removing pollution 
(Ocasio-Cortez, 2019, pp. 7-8). Requiring manufacturing and fossil fuel industries alter their 
means of production would inevitably disrupt production as well as impact profits during those 
transitions. These behaviors, however, would lead to long term economic and environmental 
benefits. 
In addition to the two industries of fossil fuel and manufacturing, the GND also calls to 
alter the transportation system. AOC proposes that it is the duty of the United States government 
eliminate pollution and greenhouse gas emissions from the transportation sector as much as is 
-Cortez, 2019, p. 8). This quotation combines a focus on 
greenhouse gas emissions from the fossil fuel industry and transportation systems. In order to 
-
powered vehicles and start creating fully electric vehicles (Ocasio-Cortez, 2019, p. 8). While this 
shift to electric vehicles has already begun in some parts of the country, we are still far away 
from having only zero-emission vehicles on the roads. This transition would likely be expensive 
in the short term for manufacturers during production transitions. Such shifts illustrate the 
 
It is clear to see how the GND is inherently critical of how capitalist priorities of 
preferencing non-renewable energy over renewable energy. While the transition to renewable 
energy would be expensive in the short term, the GND forwards this as a necessary action to 




government to implement large scale changes, such as transitioning from fossil fuel energy to 
sustainable energy sources. These changes reimagine the economy by putting renewable energy 
sources at the center and thereby eliminating environmentally damaging fossil fuels. The GND 
outlines how such a shift especially needs to be done in the manufacturing and auto industries to 
make the biggest impact. These changes would lower greenhouse gas emissions as well as 
pollution, which are two of the biggest contributors to the climate crisis. In reordering the 
economy-environment hierarchy and praising long term changes over short term profits, the 
GND challenges neoliberalism and proposes a more ecocentric economic future.  
 Climate change disproportionately affects people living in poor communities. This is 
because individuals who are living in poverty may not be able to alter their lives in order to 
accommodate to the effects of climate change. Unfortunately, in America, these communities 
often consist of historically disenfranchised groups such as Latino and Black individuals. 
-Cortez, 2019, p. 2). As 
previously mentioned, coastal cities are especially at risk due to rising sea levels. Many of the 
most densely populated cities are coastal, including Los Angeles, New York, Seattle, and Miami. 
These cities are also home to many impoverished citizens who could not afford to pack up their 
life and move to a safer location (Brainard, Jones, and Purvis 2009). The GND also notes how 
Ocasio-
Cortez, 2019, p. 2). This ties back to the issue of mobility, as individuals in these extremely hot 
regions may not be able to pack up and move in order to live in a safer place. 





expectancy declining while basic needs such as clean air, clean water, healthy food, and adequate 
health care, housing, transportation, and education, are inaccessible to a significant portion of the 
-Cortez, 2019, p. 3). This quotation highlights the many kinds 
of barriers that individuals will face in relation to lack of money. With the increasing effect of 
tatus will inevitably affect their access to different 
resources. For example, the point about clean water is especially relevant to Flint, Michigan, 
where they have had unsafe water since 2014 (Denchak, 2020). The point about clean air can be 
attributed to the extremely poor and harmful air quality in large cities such as Los Angeles 
(American Lung Association, 2020). Many Americans do not have health care or are not able to 
afford their medications (AAFP, 2020).  
 The GND notes issues of socioeconomic mobility. The GND notes that while the 
minimum wage has not increased over the last fifty years, workers productivity has increased. 
Additionally, the GND looks at how worker empowerment has been stiffened over time. The 
earning and bargaining power of workers in the United 
States; and inadequate resources for public sector workers to confront the challenges of climate 
-
socioeconomic status through stagnating wages. The GND thus proposes raising minimum 
wages to make up for shortfalls in wage gaps. By including these arguments, AOC is arguing 
that hegemonic structures in place are stifling impoverished and low socioeconomic citizens  
ability to achieve the American Dream. These quotes exemplify how the economy and the 
environment are intertwined. In a climate change bill, these resolutions about the economy and 





 On the same note, AOC notes how those at the top are creating a system in which they 
become richer, while the poor stay where they are or grow poorer. Those who are considered part 
 
(Ocasio-Cortez, 2019, p. 3). Then, GND recognizes the deficiencies of the original New Deal 
has ever seen, -classes 
ability to improve their status (Ocasio-Cortez, 2019, p. 4). The New Deal also made many 
nomic and 
-Cortez, 2019, p. 3). By acknowledging the 
faults in the original New Deal, the GND frames itself as an improvement that does not make the 
same mistake of leaving certain communities behind. Even though the New Deal inspired the 
GND, AOC acknowledges that it was not without areas for improvement that attend to the 
particulars of our current climate crisis. 
 
millions of strong, high paying jobs for all Americans. Next, the GND states that the United 
(Ocasio-Cortez, 2019, p. 4). This quote challenges neoliberalism by suggesting that all people 
prosperity, the GND reframes the economy as working for all instead of being a zero-sum game. 
For example, AOC addresses the issues of lack of quality health care in America that would 
inherently be challenged if we do not start making changes soon. She writes that we must begin, 




and climate change, including by providing funding for community-defined projects and 
-Cortez, 2019, p. 9). 
 Additionally, AOC encourages collaboration between the United States government and 
Green New Deal must be developed through transparent and inclusive consultation, 
-Cortez, 2019, 
p. 10). This action emphasizes those in power working with marginalized communities to come 
to mutually beneficial solutions. Although laws are often, by definition, top-down institutions of 
new policy, the GND reframes policy expectations as requiring and benefitting from the 
consultation of localized groups. Reframing positions vulnerable communities as active 
stakeholders in policy creation instead of passive recipients of new laws. As a way to motivate 
buy-in by public stakeholders, the GND advocates 
ownership stakes and returns on investment, adequate capital (including through community 
grants, public banks, and other public financing), technical expertise, supporting policies, and 
-Cortez, 2019, p. 10). In addition to appealing to climate 
justice through the economically disadvantaged, the GND also addresses the intersection of 
vulnerable communities in terms of race and gender, and how GND policies would advocate 
specifically for those marginalized communities as well.  
 
Challenges to Patriarchy 
The GND inherently challenges patriarchal notions of the oppression of low 
socioeconomic and impoverished individuals, people of color, and women. The GND enacts an 




vulnerable and minority communities against the inevitable effects of climate change. By aiming 
to empower those who do not benefit from a patriarchal system, the GND envisions a future 
where the government supports initiatives to protect all people.  
 but also the people who live on it. The climate 
crisis poses threats to marginalized communities, including those who do not fall within the 
dominant male, white, affluent community. This defense for vulnerable communities occurs by 
-income workers, women, the elderly, 
the unhoused, people with disabilities an -Cortez, 2019, p. 3). In analyzing 
challenges to the patriarchy and dominant systems of oppression, I analyze issues of race and 
gender that emerge in the GND. These interpretations are guided by ecofeminism, an ideology 
specifically attuned to how oppression is multifaceted among the environment and minority 
communities.  
While the GND begins with a focus on climate policy, it is important to note that racial 
injustice and the climate crisis go hand in hand. This is because the exploitation of the 
environment mirrors that oppression that marginalized communities have experienced 
throughout time (Pezzulo, 2007). The GND discusses how socioeconomic injustices occur in 
vulnerable communities, with an implication being that these effects are felt by minority groups 
as well. However, there are moments when it is important to note explicitly the effects that 
climate change will have on these individuals. There are instances where race is directly 
referenced in the GND, which further illustrates the 




difference of 20 times more wealth between the average White family and the average Black 
-Cortez, 2019, p. 3). As an implication of economic disparity, the GND draws 
parallels to racial hierarchies as being further perpetuated by climate crises.  
In addition to advocating for Black communities, the GND mentions how climate change 
will also adversely affect indigenous communities. AOC writes that one of the goals of the GND 
storic 
-Cortez, 2019, p. 5). One of the potential 
communities that may need to migrate as a result of climate change are indigenous communities. 
On p ining the free, prior, and 
informed consent of indigenous people for all decisions that affect indigenous people and their 
-Cortez, 2019, p. 13). If 
climate change makes an indigenous community uninhabitable, this will adversely harm these 
communities compared to other communities in America. This is because indigenous 
communities have deeds to specific areas of land, and if those lands are uninhabitable, Native 
Americans may lose a significant amount of their rights and claims over certain lands 
(Kimmerer, 2013; Kulnieks, Longboat, & Young, 2013). The GND thus enacts climate justice by 
acknowledging the different circumstances facing marginalized communities by the growing 
climate crisis and how policies surrounding the environment may protect them.  
In addition to racial injustice, climate change also intersects with gender inequality. The 
GND challenges the patriarchy through exposing the current challenges to women. AOC notes 




tenet of ecofeminism. Ecofeminism addresses the interconnection of the environment, women, 
and vulnerable communities due to the way they have been treated in the past and present. This 
interconnection demonstrates how climate change and systemic injustice are interrelated, and the 
ripple effects that climate change will cause throughout society. Mellor (1997) describes 
s subordination and ecological degradation are 
same oppression that has suppressed women throughout history. By addressing this systemic 
injustice, the GND provides an expansive look at the inequities caused by capitalism and the 
patriarchy to encompass more than environmental exploitation.  
 
Conclusion 
 The GND proposes a variety of strategies to solve the social, political, and ecological 
issues that have been occurring and will continue to worsen due to climate change. Additionally, 
and more significant rhetorically, the GND challenges existing hierarchical structures and 
hegemonies in creating a vision for a new configuration of the environment and economy.  In 
considering the GND not as a typical law but as an ideological statement about the relationship 
between humans and the environment, the GND proposes a radical restructuring of traditional 
hierarchies. The GND challenges hegemonic ideologies, such as anthropocentrism, capitalism, 
patriarchy, in favor of equality and interconnectedness. The GND addresses how solving 
ecological issues is only one portion of a large oppression that we are currently experiencing. By 
solving racism, classism, and gender inequality we become closer to a less oppressive world. In 





This section is meant to provide an understanding of the document through the lens of an 
ecofeminist critical view. In addition to examining the document itself, we also see how AOC is 
balancing appeals to neoliberal economic values while proposing policies that would help 
disadvantaged communities and began imagining new ways for the economy to function. In this 
way, AOC is working within and thus complicit 
enact change. While the GND is not without its flaws of perpetuating dominant frameworks, it is 
a promising first step in promoting environmental discourse in politics and the public sphere. 
Especially if it is read as an ideological statement, the GND has brought attention to climate 
policies and has started conversations about needed environmental protections. 
Based on my analysis of the GND and its potential impact, the next part of this study 
examines a small sample of news media coverage of the GND. In only the small sample 
analyzed in the following chapter, it is clear that the reaction to the GND has been wide-ranging, 
with some seeing the document as a senseless, socialist manifesto, while others see it as a 
progressive proposal for much-needed change. The next chapter builds on the ideological 
messages of the GND by analyzing how the GND has been portrayed in the mainstream U.S 
media. By drawing a few examples from media across the political spectrum, these portrayals 
provide preliminary insight into how the general public may understand the document based on 
their preferred news sources. The choice of selecting news outlets across the ideological 
By analyzing the way that the GND was discussed, we gain some 
reach, understanding and influence. We also explore the ways that the hegemonic ideologies 




Chapter 3: Media Representation of the Green New Deal 
 The Green New Deal (GND) is one of the most progressive policy propositions in 
contemporary politics. With an increasing core temperature and very few climate focused 
temperature will lead to irreversible damage for plant life, humans and animals. In order to 
combat this inevitable issue, Congresswoman AOC has implemented a plan for the United States 
to be a leader in climate change reversal. Although it was quickly voted against, the GND has 
been largely discussed and contested in popular media over the last year. One of the most 
intriguing parts of the GND has been the media reaction. From its release in March 2019 to now, 
over a year later, the GND has remained a controversial talking point within media and politics. 
These responses to the GND highlight the polyvalence of the document, which means that 
audiences react positively and negatively to its proposed policies. In addition to the document 
potentially informed 
some of the negative backlash that the document received. Within this chapter, the following 
articles provide great insight into how the GND was perceived. These perceptions highlight 
dangerous hegemonic values which continue to undermine climate policy and female politicians. 
The following news articles were selected in order to provide a wide scope of responses 
to the GND based on political ideology. Because the GND was released on February 5, 2019, 
this project will analyze media coverage from February 1, 2019 to March 31, 2019, 
MSNBC, Washington Post, Fox News, and Breitbart. These news sources can be roughly 
characterized as various levels of conservative and liberal. According to the Pew Research 




are considered more conservative (Jurkowitz, Mitchell And Walker, 2020). This breadth of 
political leaning is meant to show the diverse reactions, themes, and associations that have been 
disseminated to the American public through various ideological lenses. Two articles were 
selected from each source because eight articles not only represent the above criteria of the 
breadth of political leaning, but also provide the ability to perform a deep analysis of each article 
within the length of this thesis. While this sample is not generalizable, it is meant to serve as a 
preliminary analysis media outlets that have 
recognized ideological adherences. 
These ar
New Deal Alexandria Ocasio-
February and March of 2019. Each article was selected without reading it first. This was done to 
prevent choosing specific articles that will inherently support my claims. All eight articles are 
rich artifacts with much to offer on understanding the GND.  
After consuming all eight articles multiple times, several themes were illuminated. The 
method that I will be using for this project is a thematic, ideological criticism using ecofeminism 
environmentalism, ecofeminism serves as a lens to inform the following analyses. While the 
following results are not generalizable, I believe they provide a preliminary analysis to 
understanding how ideologies play out in news media coverage of the GND. The overarching 
themes that arose were patriarchy, effectiveness, pathos and anthropocentrism. Being that this is 
a critical analysis, I analyze how potentially harmful discourses are perpetuated through media 
portrayals of the GND and AOC as a woman of color. Even though the GND poses important 




and structures. This is particularly meaningful considering that backgrounding and appeals to 
dominant ideologies were apparent across all media outlets, from conservative to liberal. The 
next section describes each article and the following section analyzes the eight articles based on 
the three themes of patriarchy, effectiveness, and pathos. 
 
Article Summaries 
Breitbart Article #1. -Founder on AOC: 
 
Penny Starr. The article begins with a picture of a confused looking Ocasio-Cortez. Below the 
title and photo, th
fuels or get food 
into the cities. Horses? If fossil fuels were banned every tree in the world would be cut down for 
tweet is followed by another where Moore discusses his decision to leave Greenpeace back in the 
1980s because of this type of environmentalist behavior. The next statement is a link to purchase 
book on Kindle or print. Below the tweet there are two paragraphs explaining Patrick 
arr goes on to write about how Moore has a dignified career as an 
environmentalist, including how he fought against members of his own company to promote 
paragraph talks more about the success of the Golden Rice campaign.  
Breitbart Article #2. The next article from Breitbart -Cortez Says 
' written by Penny Starr. This 




waving at the camera, demonstrating an exaggerated and emotional moment. The line in bold 
-
2019). Next, Starr writes how Ocasio-Cortez tried to turn this failure into a win for the 
progressive party. Starr then accused AOC of taking credit for the democratic senators voting 
present instead of voting no. What follows is a tweet from a conservative journalist who is 
asking why democrats avoided voting on the proposition. AOC responds to the question by 
saying that she encouraged the democrats to vote present and that the real issue at hand is that the 
conservative majority leader Mitch McConnell refuses to hold any hearings about major 
environmental policies. After the tweets, Starr describes that AOC made this decision to protest 
the hearing being rushed to the Senate floor. Here AOC accuses McConnell of putting 
Next, Starr outlines the hearing itself where forty-three democrats voted present on the deal, 
while few democrats and se . Breitbart piece includes a 
few lines from a Vox article which tries to spin the failure into a positive. After the Vox segment, 
the article outlines three republican  responses to the GND, including words li
s. 12-14).  
Fox News Article #1. The first Fox News article was written by Liam Quinn on March 
supported the GND (Quinn, 2019, para. 4). It then goes into more detail about how Trump joked 




the only source of energy. Then, Quinn describes a joke from Trump about how the only way 
GND were to be implemented, America would get rid of all types of energy other than wind-
indecision to vote on the deal because it needs more evidence. The following paragraphs outline 
trillion-dollar price 
 
Fox News Article #2. The next article from Fox news is an opinion piece by Whitney 
-- 
Deal -- 
large photo of AOC mid speech in a less than flattering moment. She is mid speech with an open 
mouth and both hands in front of her face. Munro begins by explaining that AOC is concerned 
for future generations, however she is doing so in the wrong way. She writes that AOC is setting 
an example of an elected official who is fighting to give handouts to Americans that do not want 
 
The author then simplifies the GND into the most recent progressive ploy to diminish 
latest progressive attack on work and opportunity and it's yet another step down a slippery slope 
 (Munro, para. 16). Munro then goes on to state that her experience as a 
teacher and mother have taught her that children are constantly observing the behavior of adults. 




generations do not have to work and reinforces an ideology of entitlement. Munro (2019) further 
younger generations the wrong lessons (para. 8). Then, the piece explains how greater 
government involvement makes it more difficult with individuals with criminal records to find 
work and provides an excuse for low-income citizens to continue to live off the system. In bold, 
 
future generations, we must consider more than just infrastructure or the environment, we need 
ara. 11).  
Washington Post Article #1. The first Washington Post 
on March 22, 2019. This article addresses the widespread idea that the Green New Deal would 
cost American taxpayers hundreds of trillion dollars. Grandoni describes Brian Riedl as the 
author of the original tweet that accused the GND of costing so much. Riedl is a former 
economist for the State Finance committee and has advised potential candidates such as Senators 
Mitt Romney and Marco Rubio.  
After the large response to his tweet, Riedl acknowledged that the tweet had more 
with the White House about the math that gave rise to the exorbitant pri
para. 4). Then the Grandoni goes on to explain that the trillion-dollar price tag exemplifies how 
easily misinformation is taken up and circulated in the public. Grandoni then notes 
tweet resulted in harsh criticism before there was any discussion in Congress about the GND. 
What follows is a quote from Trump, stating that the goals of the GND include taking away 




Grandoni then breaks 
12). He discloses that Riedl is not the only person to come up with a trillion-dollar price tag and 
was supported by another conservative analysis which placed the cost at ninety-three trillion 
dollars.  
Grandoni notes that this price is flawed in that it estimates the cost of guaranteeing all 
citizens a government job, which excludes all private sectors which make up a significant 
amount of the American workforce. Democrats respond to these accusations by saying that the 
figures are examples of misinformation provided by individuals with fossil fuel interests. For 
example, PolitiFact rated the specific $93 t
both republican and democratic points of view on the figure and ends with an argument that 
regardless of the price of the GND as written, there must be actions taken to mitigate climate 
change. 
Washington Post Article #2. On March 27, 2019, Dino Grandoni and Felicia Sonmez 
-to-
2019, para. 1). The article begins by explaining that the Senate rejected the GND. While the 
Washington Post acknowledged that the measure failed, it acknowledged that forty-three 
following an unprecedented flooding in middle America as well as warnings and 
recommendations from government agencies urging the Trump administration to deal with 
climate change. Conservatives viewed this document as an attempt to divide the potential 




GND as a w
Edward J Markey (D- t is the 
national-security, economic, health-  
MSNBC Article #1. MSNBC published an 
norro 
Clark on March 6, 2019.  The opening photo shows Mitch McConnell standing on a podium 
looking serious yet confused. After explaining the results of the proposal, they explain how the 
vote was doomed to fail initially due to the republican majority Senate. Additionally, many 
democrats had openly discussed their plans to vote present. Even before the hearing, Chuck 
(Shabad and Dartunorro, 2019, para. 5). Schumer also called the GND vote a success because it 
meant that the senate is finally talking about the issue. The authors then accuse McConnell of 
trying to enforce the vote as an attempt to challenge democratic presidential candidates. 
McConnell goes on to accuse the GND of putting American families at risk by limiting energy 
resources, killing entire industries and making energy more expensive. He acknowledged before 
 
and Dartunorro, 2019, para. 12). Next, the article addresses republican responses to the GND, 
tement accusing the GND 




MSNBC Article #2. The last article was published by MSNBC on March 28, 2019 by 
Alex Seitz- -
Governor John Hickenlooper standing up, smiling toward the camera with hands clapping. The 
article opens by describing how every other democratic candidate is in favor of the GND, John 
Hickenlooper is not. Seitz-Wald explains how odd this is, considering that there seems to be 
overwhelming approval, including t seen anything 
-Wald, 2019, para. 4). Hickenlooper made waves when he 
published an op-ed piece in The Washington Post 
z-Wald, 2019, para. 5). Seitz-Wald 
statement where he agrees with the urgency of the crisis. However, he disagrees with the 
te 
sector, and abrupt dismantling of the fossil fuel industry.  
next paragraph is interesting in that it explains the political benefit Hickenlooper is receiving 
from publi
ideological space he hopes to occupy in the crowded primary, which his advisers see as open to 
-Wald, 2019, para. 7). The article then goes on to explain 
fuel industry and environmentalists should come together to find a solution. The rest of the 
th sides to compromise while still accomplishing 






 There is an overarching theme of patriarchal privilege within these texts. Patriarchy can 
be understood as a societal order where white men are dominant, and this dominance can be 
traced through the rest of society (Vavrus, 2002). As the author of the GND, AOC implicitly 
embodies a challenge to the patriarchy due to her position as a woman of color. In the GND, 
AOC is challenging these patriarchal norms by advocating for minority communities, including 
impoverished, ethnically and culturally diverse communities that would be most affected by 
climate change. While the GND foregrounded issues of the environment and climate justice, 
many of these articles framed the document through the perspective of men. Viewing the GND 
through the eyes of men leads to a harmful reinforcement of frameworks of domination such as 
perspectives on issues are often seen as subordinate  perspectives. In this case, the GND 
(Plumwood, 2001, p. 13). The following examples are using the GND as a background to 
advance their own, more important, positions.  
For example, Breitbart article #2 and MSNBC article #2 were both written about a man 
who disapproves of the GND. These examples are interesting because MSNBC and Breitbart are 
considered as on two opposing ends of the ideological spectrum. The article from Breitbart 
discusses how Patrick Moore, the co-founder of Greenpeace, is opposed to the Green New Deal. 
a. 1). Calling AOC this name is infantizing and greatly 
insulting. By describing AOC as this, it is immediately meant to degrade her position and 




highlight of researching Golden Rice. It seems odd that an article about the GND filters its 
  
Similarly, in the MSNBC article, the author discusses how John Hickenlooper, an early 
democratic presidential candidate, disagrees with the GND. Hickenlooper is the former governor 
of Colorado and petroleum geologist who proudly works to find compromises between the fossil 
fuel and environmental industry. At the beginning of his candidacy he wrote an op-ed piece for 
-Wald, 2019, 
para. 16). In both of these articles, the men are openly disapproving of the GND on a public 
platform. It is significant to note that Breitbart and MSNBC are considered as being on opposite 
sides of the ideological spectrum, yet both seem to be rewarding patriarchal acts of exploitation 
and backgrounding. These mainstream media outlets chose to publish these articles even though 
both Moore and Hickenlooper were no longer relevant figures in environmental politics. Moore 
retired from Greenpeace 33 years ago, and Hickenlooper is a former governor who was not 
considered a serious contender within the Democratic presidential nomination. Yet, in addressing 
AOC or the contents of the GND, the opinions of men were used as the orienting frame.  
In addition to the negative comments toward AOC, the men in both articles exemplify 
how lashing out against the Congresswoman was used for their own personal gain. For example, 
in the Breitbart 
@Greenpeace 33 years ago because they were hijacked by eco-fascists. The entire history is in 
Instead of 
debunking the argument, Moore is exploiting the GND to raise his own popularity and increase 




AOC, using her platform for attention and advancing his own arguments. This action 
marginalizes a woma This demonstrates 
hegemonic discourse because exploitation is elemental to the patriarchy and reinforces the 
concept of backgrounding.  
This phenomenon also occurs in the MSNBC article about John Hickenlooper. The 
article reads as though the oppositional statements were used to increase his relevance in the 
democratic race by being the only democratic candidate who openly disagrees with the GND. 
Washington 
Post op- -ed and made him available for 
-Wald, 2019, para 23). Both articles foregrounded the actions and statements 
of men who arguably were using their negative reactions to the GND as a platform for own 
personal gain.   
 
Effectiveness 
Another topic that frequently arose in these articles are issues of whether the document 
was successful in achieving its goals. In almost every article the author acknowledged the 0-57 
vote on passing the GND. Specifically, the first Breitbart article discusses how AOC asked the 
democratic senators to vote present on the deal. While Breitbart 
Washington Post 
articles acknowledge that enacting the bill may not have been the goal of the document. The 
differing ways that the media outlets respond to the bill can be traced along ideological lines, 




more promising outcomes. The Breitbart and Fox News articles paint the GND as a failure. In 
the more conservative articles, the republican view of effectiveness or success would have been 
the document passing the house and being implemented as law. This is exemplified by the 
terminology used when describing the outcome of the GND. Starr (2019) writes that the Senate, 
s. 5-6). These terms frame 
the GND as an actual policy that was meant to be passed but did not. This is explicitly noted in 
the Breitbart article by stating that the reason why forty-three democrats voted present on the 
leads the reader to believe that Democrats purposely avoided. By inferring this behavior, it 
implies that the democratic senators were embarrassed and therefore avoided the vote. The 
author implies that the act of voting present means that they did not support the bill but did not 
want to divide their party.  
The Washington Post and MSNBC 
and suggest that GND was never meant to pass the senate. Instead, these outlets frame the 
document as the first major hearing for a radical climate proposition, which symbolizes the first 
steps toward a more climate-focused agenda and encourages the government to take steps toward 
climate initiatives. A theme in the four liberal articles was the repetition that most democratic 
representatives voted "present"  represent in the democratic party 
(Grandoni, 2019, para. 3). Shabad and Clark (2019) write how Chuck Schumer supported this 
change is not a joke. It's not a hoax, 




4). The point being that the government needs to begin taking steps toward enacting climate 
policies.  
It is apparent that AOC did not go into the hearing expecting the GND to pass the Senate. 
 doomed to fail before it 
began both because Republicans hold the majority in the Senate and because many Democrats 
written like a typical legal document and that it was proposed in a republican controlled 
Congress, it can be argued that the bill was proposed in full expectation of failing politically 
(Roberts, 2019). This is also exemplified in the second Breitbart article where a journalist 
tweeted at AOC asked why Democratic senators did not vote yes on the GND. Her response was, 
20). The document can be understood as a 
symbolic message to the Senate to take climate change seriously and begin enacting change. 
While conservative definitions of effectiveness may have been limited to instrumental success 
(whether it passed), there may be a way to read it as successful in terms of bringing attention to 
environmental issues and force a hearing. 
 
Pathos 
 One of the other themes that emerged across all the articles is the use of emotional 
appeals to communicate information about the GND. A primary emotion elicited was one of fear 
at the consequences of the GND. This theme was primarily evoked by conservative speakers 
who were quoted in articles across the political spectrum. The first appeal to fear that we see is in 




1). By comparing the GND to an eradication, this creates feelings of fear within the reader. It is a 
common conservative trope to argue that liberal policies will cause death. As example of this is 
when Obama proposed Obamacare, conservative outlets led the American public to believe that 
, p.661). This reinforces 
the notion that liberals are trying to take away freedoms, including extremist arguments that 
liberals will also take away life. Grandoni (2019) quotes Trump also using a fear appeal when he 
the value of your home and put millions of 
In addition to lives being lost, conservative talking points 
economic losses. 
The second Breitbart article also invokes feelings of fear related to government overreach 
and a loss of personal autonomy by 
para. 9). This is echoed in the Fox news article by Quinn who quotes a statement by Trump that 
s the end 
Both quotations point to drastic changes that would 
occur should the GND pass, which elevates skepticism and distrust of the document. 
In the second Fox news article, the author is highly focused on how the GND will negatively 
affect the children of America. Munro writes that we should be concerned about the GND 
2019, par 12). Not only are there themes of death and freedom, but now they are asking the 
reader to envision a lazy, entitled, and dependent future generation. These emotional appeals 
attempt to induce fear within the reader to limit public support for the GND and to elicit comfort 




GND by creating fear that daily norms are going to be upended and taken from them.  While 
conservative speakers across the articles stir up fears about what might change if the GND were 
to be implemented, liberal speakers appealed to hope. For example, Washington Post #2 describe 
the hearing as a positive occurrence following a devastating natural disaster. Grandoni and 
Sonmez (2019) e vote Tuesday came against the backdrop of historic flooding in the 
. 3). This statement frames 
the GND hearing as a needed response to the exigence of extreme weather events often attributed 
in part by changes in our climate.  
-
& Sonmez, 2019, para. 4). Whereas 
the Republican articles use terms such as soviet, failure, and crushed, the Washington Post uses 
optimistic language of being able to see a different future than what we are currently on track to 
experience. In the MSNBC 
Seitz-Wald (2019) includes a quotation from Hickenlooper saying, 
-Wald, 2019, pg. 3). Even if Hickenlooper does not agree with the 
process in which it will be completed, the article emphasizes how he does agree that something 
needs to be done. This shared sense of urgency and a need for a response paints a more hopeful 
picture that the GND is a first step toward that change. It is clear that the conservative and liberal 
articles reflect different emotional appeals when describing the GND. 
Media responses to the GND reflect anthropocentrism by placing contemporary comforts 
and luxuries before the safety and health of the Earth. The second Washington Post article 
exemplifies how society value material objects and luxuries over the health of the planet and the 




communities throughout the country ustomed to 
(Grandoni and Sonmez, 2019, para. 8). The second Fox News article also quotes Trump when he 
writes that our homes will be completely dependent on wind energy. He exemplifies this by 
noting that the only way we will be able to watch television is if the wind is blowing (Quinn, 
2019, para. 13). While these examples are meant to make the GND seem outlandish, it also 
exemplifies how humanity has become so accustomed to modern luxuries that we could not 




There is much to gain from the way in which the media has represented the GND. It is 
likely that these articles had a large influence on the way the public, and even other politicians, 
viewed the GND and AOC. The media interpretations of the GND can be understood in terms of 
several ideologies, including patriarchy, pragmatism/effectiveness, and pathos. Within these 
ideological themes, there is often a difference between the liberal and conservative articles. For 
example, 
while liberal articles viewed it as effective in forcing a hearing on a substantial climate change 
policy. Conservative articles painted the GND as fear-inducing due to its perceived attempts to 
the liberal articles made the document seem more hopeful 
and exciting. However, one place where both liberal and conservative articles were similar is that 
GND. MSNBC and Breitbart both showed arguable irrelevant men backgrounding AOC and 




generalizable, I believe they provide an interesting preliminary analysis which demonstrates how 
ideologies are at play in a highly a sample of news media. Overall, these articles have 
demonstrated several hegemonic discourses that likely influenced public opinion on the GND, as 









 This project has provided an analysis of the GND in addition to an analysis of media 
representations of the GND. The goal of this paper was to address how the GND can be 
understood as an ideological statement about the relationship between humans and the 
environment. Additionally, this project was meant to examine the ideologies and discourses 
present in the media portrayals of the GND document. Climate change is one of the most 
potentially harmful threats facing humanity. Throughout the last several decades, many issues 
have hindered the ability to solve climate change. Some roadblocks include manufactured debate 
over the prevalence of climate change, lack of trust in scientists, media bias, and lack of urgency. 
While climate change was once contested, the latest IPCC reports show that the effects of 
climate change will be irreversible by 2050 (IPCC, 2019). Now it is 2020 and the effects of 
climate change are becoming increasingly more dangerous and present. 
 In an attempt to mitigate these effects, Congresswoman AOC created the GND as 
an attempt to prompt large-scale changes to create a more sustainable and climate focused 
society. However, the GND does not just aim to solve environmental issues. The GND 
encompasses issues such as social justice, gender and racial equality, and empowers vulnerable 
communities. The fourteen-page document addresses the ecofeminist notion that climate change 
will not affect everyone equally. Additionally, we cannot solve climate change without also 
solving other civil rights issues as well including socioeconomic mobilization, racial justice and 
gender justice. While the GND aims to solve many issues, it still is not without its faults. I argue 
that the GND is a promising first step in combatting climate change issues, however AOC still 
seems to be complicit in some dominant discourses, primarily by appealing to economic values 




policies and challenging dominant discourses, I argue that the GND was necessary and starts a 
conversation in politics and the news media that desperately needed to happen. 
My analysis of the GND breaks up the arguments and categorizes them into three 
sections. First, I looked at how the GND challenges anthropocentrism. Anthropocentric meaning 
the ways in which we as humans prioritize our own comforts and luxuries over sustainability of 
 AOC takes ownership of these behaviors by discussing how the United 
States has been disproportionately responsible for greenhouse gas emissions compared to other 
countries. In challenging anthropocentrism, the GND proposes more ecocentric behaviors, 
including those that will protect the environment and animal/plant life due to their intrinsic 
value. For example, while protecting coral reefs and endangered species does not benefit humans 
directly, it does not mean that we should not alter our behavior to protect them. Next, I analyzed 
how the GND challenge neoliberalism. Neoliberalism is caused by a prioritization of capitalistic 
behaviors including the large fossil fuel industry in America. While free market trade is 
fundamental to American culture, the GND describes ways in which neoliberalism is harmful 
and can be improved. I argue that AOC negotiates the codependence of environment and the 
economy and provides solutions which are mutually beneficial. Finally, I analyzed how the GND 
challenges the patriarchy by noting how climate change will inevitably harm vulnerable 
communities. While the GND begins as a climate proposition, it exemplifies ecofeminism by 
acknowledging that women, people of color and individuals of low socioeconomic status have 
been mistreated and will continue to be harmed by the inevitable effects of climate change. 
In addition to closely examining the GND itself, I also examined at how the media has 
interpreted and disseminated information about the GND to the public This analysis is meant to 




reflected by the popular media. This analysis pointed to interesting conclusions of how the media 
decided to frame the GND in terms of the common ideologies and values of their audiences. The 
media analyses pointed to themes of anthropocentrism, effectiveness and pathos. It is ironic that 
while the GND challenges anthropocentrism, the articles continue to demonstrate the exact 
discourse that AOC was addressing. For example, several conservative media outlets 
exemplified anthropocentric ideologies including prioritizing American comforts and luxuries 
over , the eight articles demonstrated 
differing opinions on whether or not the GND was effective in achieving its goals. I argue that 
the liberal articles view effectiveness as the fact that a hearing was held for the GND. 
but as an ideological argument about the environment. Alternatively, the conservative articles 
implemented into law. Finally, the analysis showed several appeals to pathos, or emotional 
appeals. The liberal articles showed feelings of hope and excitement that a climate policy was 
finally heard in the Senate, while the conservative articles described the GND as fearful. More 
specifically the conservative articles seemed to try to scare the reader out of supporting the bill 
by using threats of death and taking away freedoms. 
 This thesis contributes to the field of environmental communication by addressing how 
ideological influences continue to hinder environmental policies in America. In a time where our 
President exhibits climate denialism, we must address the ideologies reinforcing these beliefs 
while we still have time to reverse climate change. Since the GND was the most recent, radical 
climate proposition, I believe that it is an excellent artifact that encompasses many of the 




distrust in science, media representations of the environment and other challenges. By 
acknowledging these hurdles to climate policy, we as communication scholars can create 
awareness toward these biases and prompt conversations which can contribute to quality and 
impactful conversations about climate change and climate policy. 
 While the eight media sources provided a good scope of understanding for this project, 
more media examples could have provided greater understanding of themes and ideologies 
present in the GND and environmental policies. Additionally, I believe more could have been 
mentioned about AOC and her positionality as a woman of color which contributes to 
ecofeminism as well as the media analysis. More on her could include interviews, bills, and more 
information that inevitably demonstrates her relation to ecofeminism. 
I encourage future scholars to build from my media analysis to widen the scope and 
breadth of media bias on the GND as well as other environmental issues. It is shown that media 
e conversation will 
lead to increased awareness and attention toward climate propositions. Additionally, more work 
on the GND itself will help to point to the types of climate advocacy that will be successful in 
accomplishing the goal of solving climate change. 
In addition to the GND, AOC is also an important figure in the field of ecofeminism and 
environmental advocacy. This GND and its media coverage may have been further influenced by 
AOC as a woman of color. While this only featured briefly in this thesis, additional work could 
be done to more fully explore the role of the author in discussions of the GND. Being that AOC 
is one of the most radical and aggressive politicians, much of her work contributes to similar 




Overall, this project provides information about one of the most ambitious climate propositions 
in contemporary times. With the effects of climate change growing more dangerous and present 
every day, we can no longer afford to keep behaving in a way which favors capitalism, 
anthropocentrism, and the patriarchy. Instead, it is imperative that our actions and 
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